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April 9, 2014 

By Electronic and Certified Mail 

Gina McCarthy 

Administrator 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20240 

mccarthy.gina@epa.gov 

H. Curtis Spalding 

New England Regional Administrator 

Environmental Protection 
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spalding.curt@epa.gov 

Penny Pritzker 

Secretary, U.S. Department 
of Commerce 
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Washrngton, D.C. 20230 
ppritzker@doc.gov 

Kathryn Sullivan 

Administrator 

National Marine Fisheries Service 

1315 East West Highway 

Silver Spring, MD 20910 

kathryn.sullivan@noaa.gov 

Eileen Sobeck 

ASSIStant Administrator 
for NOAA Fisheries 

1315 East West Highway 

Silver Spring, MD 20910 
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eileen.sobeck@noaa.gov 

Sally Jewell, Secretary 
U.S. Department of the Interior 
1849 C Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 
exsec@ ios.do i .gov 

Dan Ashe, Director 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
1849 C Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20240 
dan_ashe@fws.gov 

Re: Notice ofVlolations ofthe Endangered Species Act In Connection with the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's Outer Continental Shelf Air Quality Permit for the cape Wind Energy Project 

This letter is sent on behalf of the Alliance to Protect Nantucket Sound, Public Employees for Environmental Responsibility ("PEERN), Three Bays Preservation, Cetacean Society International, Pegasus Foundation, Californians for Renewable Energy, Lower Laguna Madre Foundation, and Barbara Durkin and Martha Powers as private citizens. Pursuant to the citizen suit provision ofthe Endangered Species Act, 16 U.S.C. § 1540(g) {"ESN'), these conservation organizations and individuals - collectively referred to as "the Alliance eta/."- hereby put you on notice that the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency is in violation of section 7 of the ESA, 16 U.S.C. § 1536, and the Act's implementing regulations, with regard to EPA's Outer Continental Shelf air quality permit {"OCS permit") for the Cape Wind Energy Project. Accordingly, EPA should immediately take steps to bring itself into compliance with the ESA, including by suspending the OCS permit. 

In issuing an OCS permit for the project, EPA did not engage in any ESA section 7 consultation of its own with either the Fish and Wildlife Service rFWS") or National Marine Fisheries Service ("NMFS"), although it is indisputable that the project "may affect'' a number of listed species, which is the regulatory trigger for formal consultation. 50 C..F.R. § 402.14(a). Rather, EPA has expressly "relied on" the formal consultations conduct,ed between the Services and t he Bureau of Ocean Energy Management ("BOEMN) and its predecessor agency, and the Biological Opinions ("BiOps") and incidental take statements ("ITS") issued by FWS and NMFS resulting from those consultations. See EPA, Fact Sheet: Outer Continental Shelf Air Permit Approval: Cape Wind Energy Project, at 51 (Attachment A). ln explaining why it w as relying on these consultation documents, EPA has stated that "NMFS and FWS each prepared Biological Opinions" which found that the project would in fact harm various listed species and hence included ITS's - in the case of FWS, an ITS "focused on roseatelerns and piping plovers," and in the case of NMFS, an ITS "focused on" various species of sea turtles. ld. 

Consequently, "based on the results of these consultations," EPA "propos[ed} to include a condition within the OCS air permit requiring that, if at any time during the life of the project, either FWS or NMFS requests that ESA consultation be re-initiated, withdraws an Incidental Take Statement, or determines that that the requirement of the ESA are not being satisfied, Cape Wind must notify EPA." /d. The specific condition ultimately incorporated into the OCS permit provides as follows: 
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Endangered Species Act: If at any time during the life of the Project, either the United 
States Fish and Wildlife Service or the N atlonal Marine Fisheries Service, or a successor 
agency, request that Endangered Species Act (ESA) consultation be re-initiated, 
withdraws an Incidental Take Statement, or determines that the requirements of the 
ESA are not being satisfied, the owner/operator shall notify EPA within five (5} calendar 
days of its receipt of such request, withdrawal, or determination. 

EPA, Outer Continental Shelf Air Permit issued ro Cape Wind Associates, Inc. (Attachment-B). The 
obvious purpose of this condition was to allow EPA to take appropriate action in the event that the ESA 
consultations, BiOps, and ITS's on which EPA was relying were not longer deemed to be valid. 

On March 14, 2014, however, the U.S. District Court for the District of Columbia held that both 
BiOps on which EPA has relied are in fact legally defective. See Public Employees for Envt'l Resp. v. 
Beaudreu, _F. Supp. 2d _ 2014 WL 985394, at **24-26, 29-30 (O.D.C. Mar. 14, 2014). With respect to 
impacts on Roseate terns and Piping plovers, the Court held that the BiOp and ITS were unlawful 
because the FWS "improperly delegated to Cape Wind and to the BOEM decisions concerning certain 
reasonable and prudent minimization measures" - i.e., the temporary and seasonal shutdown of the 
turbines through the feathering of the rotors in order to protect ESA-Iisted birds that routinely move 
through the project area. ld. at **24, 25. With regard to impacts on the Right whale, the Court held 
that NMFS violated the ESA by falling to include any ITS for Right whales although this cnttcally 
endangered species may indeed be harmed by the project in a number of ways. See id. at •29 ("Here, 
NMFS included no incidental take statement for right whales, despite the fact that the whales have 

· traversed the Cape Wind project area and appeared along routes that will be traveled by project 
vessels."). In light ofthese legal violations, the Court remanded the respective BiOps to the Serv.ices so 
that they could be brought into compliance with the ESA. 

Because EPA opted to rely expressly and entirely on BOEM's formal consultations with the 
Services, and EPA chose to conduct no independent consultation of its own, and because the 
consultations and the BiOps/ITS's on which EPA has relied have now been held by a f ederal court to be 
conducted unlawfully, it unavoidably follows that EPA is also now in violation of Its ESA section 7 
obligations with respect to EPA's approval of the OCS penn it. 

Accordingly, in keeping with the terms of the OCS permit, which plainly contemplates that EPA 
will take appropriate action under the very circumstances that have now arisen, EPA should immediately 
suspend the permit pending fulfillment of the remand of the two unlawful consultations on which EPA 
has relied and a determination by the Court that those remands have been performed in a manner that 
fully rectifies the violattons. Moreover, because it is now abundantly c~ear that EPA can no longer 
reasonably rely on BOEM and the Services to carry out EPA's own consultation obligations, EPA should 
become directly involved in the remanded consultations in order to ensure that the ESA' s requirements 
are carried out in the manner that the Court directed.l 

1 For example, EPA should insiSt that the FWS engage in a genuinely "independent" evaluation of the feasibility of 
the feathering measure urged by Service biologists and not, yet again, capitulate to undue pressure from CNA or 
others. Likewise, EPA should insist that NMFS adopt an incidental take statement for Right whales that is in fully 
compliance wrth the :SA and rmplementmg regulations, and is based on all of the available sdentrfic evidence 
concerning the presence of, and. risks posed to, Right whales in the actron area. 
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Sincerely, 

C-t-:--
Eric R. Glltzenstein 

En c. 
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A EA~Untted Sta'tes ~~ Environmental Protection ' ' Agency New England 

5 Post Office Square -Suite 100 

Boston, MA 02109-3912 

FACT SHEET 

Outer Continental Shelf Air Permit Approval: 
Cape Wind Energy Project 

Horseshoe Sboal 
Nantucket Sound, Massachusetts 

Offshore Renewable Wind Energy Project 

EPA Draft Permit ~umber 
OCS-Rl-01 
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Ci:p: li.md En~:::gy Project 
Draf OUler Continental Shelf Ai: Permit number OCS~Rl-01 

MMS's general conformiry and )~EPA analyses. Baseci oo that review, "EPA is satisueci char rhe project emissions will not result iD air quality exceeding ambient air qualiry stlliidnrds for N02, CO, S02, PM 1n, or PM~.,. and is not requiring further modeling. Please refer ro Attachment I. memo rrom Brian Hennessey to Brendan McCanill d:ucd June 3, 2010. 

XIJ. E:"·a>ANGERED SPECIES ACT 

Pursuan: :o Seen on 7 of the E:lcangered Species Acr lESA), !6 U.S. C. § ! 5 36, and its implementing :egularions ar 50 C.F.R. pan 402. EPA is requ1red to osure thai any actioo authorized, funded, or carried out by tbe Agency is not !ikel y to jeopardize the commued ~xistence o:aoy endangered spe:ies or threarened species, or resulr in tbe destruction or adverse modifical.ioo of sueb spec:es' des1gnate d critical habita:. Seenon 9 of the SSA prohibits the taking of endangered species. This project involves several ferleral ager.c:es whose t.cricns are subjec! to the ESA. 

fu a May 19. 2008 lencr from the :V!.inerals Management Service (MMS) 10 the Nationai Ma-ine rish::nes Sen.ices ~1-vf?S) and the United States r 1sh and Wildlife Service ( FWS1. MMS requested fonnal consultation under Section i of the ESA on behalf of itself and, ns lead federal agency, of EPA. MMS provjdcd a Biolog1~al A.sscssmcm. a:JO NMFS and rwS each prepared Eioiog1cal Opinions. 3~ FWS's B1ological Opimon i..l.lclucied an Incidental Take StaLtneo: (focused on roselle .ems anc piping plovers) anc provided reasonable aDd pmcient measures (R.P.Ms) as well as terms and conditions necessary for exemption from rbe prohibitions ofESA § 9. See FWS Biological Opinion. at 75~76. Similarly, NMFS provided an Incidental Take Statement (focu3cd on loggerhead. Kemp's ridley, green, and leatherback sea turtles), RPMs, and rerms and conditions for exemption from the: prohibitions ofESA § 9. See NMFS Biological Opinion, at 102-1 04. 

EPA has relied on MJvfS's ESA consultations to fulfill EPA's obiigarions unacr the ES.A. for this projecr. Based on the results ofthe.~e consultations. and after reVlew ofthe terms, condiliollS, and RPMs in rhe FWS and NMFS BOs. EPA propo~es to mclcde a conditio'O Wllhin the OCS air permit requiring rhat, if at any rime during the life of the project, eithe:- fWS or NMFS requests that ESA consultation be re~inmated. withdraws an Incidenral Take Statement, or determines thar the requirements of the ESA at! not being satisfied, Cape Wind must notify EPA. 

I: Set- C:tpe Wind Ener~y Project, Nantucket Sound: Biologlc.'ll Assessmem (\{~1S, M:1y 20M!). m·at.uhlt: <U btlp:.''www.JUD!~.g.ov'offihoreiPDFsl Moy:?.008Cap::wiuciFul3lBA.pdf. Biolo~:al Opinior: for 1.1:: C:~pt 'Wind znergy ProJect. Nantucket Sound. Mo.ssachusctts (USFWS. Nov. 21. 2()0g), included io C:!j)e Wind FE!S Appendix J. a~·uii<Jblt a1 hnp:/lwww.mos.gov;oifshor~R enew~b:eEn~,;yiPDfsn· dSi App::ndix%20m2C.%2DWFS'Yo20aud%20::-IOAA%2080s.pdf; N~liooal Manne Fish:ri= Serv1ce. Endange:ed Sp~1es Act Se:tion 7 Consult.1jon Bio\ogic:1l Oplll.!Oll fN.MiS. 'Nov. l ~. 21108}. also appended to CQ.pe W1no FEIS in .-i.ppendi~ J. 



&EPA tJnitad.States 
Environmental Protection 
Agency 'New 'England 

Outer Continental Shelf Air Permit 
issued to 

Cape Wind Associates, LLC 

. f.orthe 

Cape Wmcl Ene~ Project 
Ofisbore R.enewsb1e Wind Eneq:y Project 

Horseshoe Sb.oaJ iD Namnclret'Sound 

'EP:A Permit NDJDber 
OCS-Rl-01 

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 328 of1he·Cican Air Act {CM) and the· Code ofFederal Regulations (C.F.R.) Title 40, Part 55, the Uriited'Statc:s Environmental Protc.."'tion Agency-New England (EPA) is proposing to issue an Outer Continental Shelf (OCS) air qualliy permit to Cape · Wind Associates. LLC (Cape Wind). Cape Wmd~ses1o construct and operate 130 wind turbine·gcn::ratcrs (WTGs.) and otb= supporting equipment{The Project) in a grid pattern Oil or ncsr the-Horseshoe Shoal. 'in l\.'am:ucket S01.m.d offthe·ooast ofMassachusctts. 

The.&sign. consttuctian and operation of the Proj~ct shall ·be subject to "the attaChed permit conditions and ~t limitations. This permitmall be dfcclive .30 days ~the date of si.gnature unless (1) review is~ on the ~'lmder40 C.F.R. § 124..19, in which.case'the·pen:nit shall be effe=tive when provided by 40 C.F .R § 124.19(f), or {2) no comments requesting a chaoge in :the draft pemri1 aren:cei.ved, in which case the permit shall be e:ffective immediately upon ·signetm;:e. The p::tmit ·sball mnain. in effect, until it is sm:renrl..~ :to EPA This p:mrif'o---eomcs invalid ifCaoe Wmd does .not commence constrUction within 18 months .a.fte:rihepermit's effective 
. 

. date. EPA·~' ext=nd the 1 &-month period upon a ·safisiactory Sho'Wing that. an extension is justified. Tiris pemrit does not relieve the Cape Wind 'from the obligation to .compiy with applicable state and fede;a!.air P,tillution control niles and -reguiations. 

Attachment B 



Cap: Wind ABso-~. LLC 
Oater Conlinema! ShelfAir Permit OCS-R:l.()l 

Cape Wind 
C.F.R. 
CI 
co 
EPA 
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gf.r.:w-hr 
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PM 
The Project 
WTG 

Cape Vt-1nd Associates, UC 
Code ofFederal Regulmions 
Com.pressWn Igmtion 
Carbon Monoxide 
.Enviromn-a.mal.Protection Agency 
Endan~..d Species Act 
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Kilowatt 
Non-methan: hydrocarbons 
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Outer ·Continental Shelf 
Particulate m.s.tt.er 
Wmd rurbines and s~ equipment Wmd Ttlibine Generator 
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Cape Wind Associates, l.LC 
Omer Continem:al Shelf :A.ir Rermit OCS-Rl..()l 

Environmental ProtectioB A,.oency - ·New Englaad 

Outer ·Continents~ Shelf Air Permit 

Cape Wmu Energy A.ssociates, LLC 
Cape Wind Energy Project 

Permit Termi and Conditions 

L Background for illfonnatiobl purposes 

On Decembm 17. 2008:, Cape W md filed an ·OCS. air permit application with EPA. Cape vr md proposes to install and operate 130'WI'Gs mld.otb.er .suworting equipment (Tne Project) ·in a· grid ·pattem on or near the Horseshoe Shoal in Nantucket Solllld. This air permit approves·Cape 'Wind's applicmiun and regulates the poliutaDts emitted from the precon.stru.ction., constr.Uetion and QPemion activities of·tbe proposed wind energy facility. 

For air permitting :pmposes. the Project is divided into :three sections ·that dosely traokihe life cycle or1'hases of the Cape Wmd project. Phase 1 ino~s site preparation and constrnction of the .Project; Plmse 2 mcludes.o.pe:rations. maintenance and repair of1he Proj~ and·Phase 3"incluaes decommissluning andr.:mova'l ofthe project. Thispenni1 includes emissions and ~~ requircm:nts app1icabie ttl Phases 1 and 2. JoJJ permit requirements apply daring bothPhas= 1 and P.hase .2 except vvhce specifically provided otherwise. EPA is not:incl~1he TCqtiircmcnts fur· Phase 3 aliliis time. 
This permit.orgmri2miou is different from most air permits. Typically. state.and fed::rai air regulmions .define emissions 1hal result 'from 1he consttuctioD at1d decommissioning of a -new·somce as "secondary cm:iE.sicms" ibat are·not reglilated under· the air pcrmi1. However, the d.efuUtiBn of~CS source .. in secficn..328 of 'the Clean .Ajr Ad: and 40 Part C.f .R. Part 55 is broader in scope than EPA's regulations for land.:.based stati.oilfll"Y sources. T'ne ocs source·d:finition n:qcires EPA to include emissiOIIS from cerram Oil­site con.strllCtion equipment in the m petmit. The OCS regUlations also require EPA to include pollutants emitted from ~sels 1hat service Cape 'Wind in the "potenti.al emissions'" of Cape ·wma 

D. Definitions 

The following definitions shall be~ for the·purposes oftbis p:mrit oruy. Terms not otherwise dc.firu:d in tms permit have1he meaning assigned.to them in "the ref~ Clean .Air Act_provisiOilS'l!lld EPA~ODS'(including the Massachnsetts .~ons incarponncd by reference int~ 40 C..F .R. .Part 5·5). 

The ownerloperiJlor inchUles ~ Vtmd .Associates, LLC; its successor(s) in opemtiog the permitted pmjcct; its .oontiactors; JJDd any agents or-parties acfing on its 
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r-w· >J A · .LLC '-'t''" mu- S10tml:s. 
OUter Go!ltinental Shelf 1Jr Pemtit .OCS-Rl-0 1 

behalf 'that con.dtlCt.aciivities regaWed by this~ mcluding.butnot limited to vessel, barge, and equi;pmc:nt opers:Im'S. 

Vessel has its nonnal meaning under the Cl~ Air.Act, and specifically includes both (1) self-prap:lled vessels and (2} barges or other .non-self-propelled vessels ·that must be towed by another vesseL .hmcl.udei vessels with or -withoutjackmg systems. 

Jack-up Untt means a vessd (wb .. -the:r self-propelled·orllot) that .includes legs and a lifting system that enables the vessel to ·lower its ~gs into the s:abed and elewte i1s hull to provide.a.smble work deCk. Such a vessel is CCI'1.sider:ed2. lacK-up Unit at all iimes,. including when .it is not attached to the seabed. 

Non-stationary Engine m.eaiiS any engine, .includm_g bUL not limited 10 a vessel propulsion engine~ that (:1} is not ~cd or participating iD an .OCS Activity, and (1) is on a vessel that (a} is not itself an OCS Source, but '(,'o) is physically attached to an OCS Sol.ll'Ce. Whlle a vessel is physi~ attached 10 !!ll OCS Sou:rce. all of ns opet<!ting engines (mclud.ing propulsion engines) that !D'e 7101 participating in the OCS Source's OCS Activities.are.considered Non-smtiona:ry E~es. · 

Non-szatianary Engine Emissions means all !mlissians from Non-stationary Engines during a given period af time. 

OCS Attachment means the moment when at least three 1egs :from -aJack-up Unit have attached to the seafloor. 

OCS Derachment.means the moment when a Jack .. up Diiithas retract:d :nougb of its legs so that fewer.tban 'three legs remain attached to the seafloor. 

OCS Activity means activity rel.afing to tbe.eonstrucfion, operaxioD or maintenance or e.ny othc::rpollutmtt-e:mitting activizy conducted by:a vessel. or equipment on,a vessel, from the. time of the-vessel's OCS A..ttaclmtcnt to the time of the ·~ssel' s OCS Detachment 

OCS Source means any equipm.CIIt, 'activity, or facility, inclmiing vessels. that emits or has the pot=ntial to c::mi1 any air .pollutmrt and is or will be used to:canduct an OCS Activity as part of the pemxitted projc;ct A vc:sselcor equipmc:nt on. a vessel becomes an OCS Source eacn time ihe ¥essel completes an OCS .Attachment, and ceases"to be an OCS Source ea.cD time the vesse1 comp1et:s an OCS Detachment 

OCS Source Emissions me:ans til!: emissions from .any.OCS Somce during an OCS Source.P~ocL 

OCS Source P erioti means each p:riod of lime from wbcn a vessel completes an OCS Attachmem to when 1he vessel completeun OCS Detachment. 

OCS SJatiol'UlTJ' Engine means (1) e:ny :.ngine.nn an OCS Source tba1 t'!P~ ii.urin,g 
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~ ~lind-Assnciates.' l1.C 
Om.:r ContiD.::ntal Shelf Air Permit DCS-RJ ..() l 

X. Genmtl Requirements 

A. The owner/ope:xatut sbal.l display a copy of this pemri:t an each Jack-up Unit, in a n:asanab1y accessible iot:ation as noar to :the Stibj ect cquipme:m as is practical. 
B. A:iter the occuuence of any \iiolafion of any emission iimitm:ion or condition contain:d herein. the own.cr/op=atcr must notify EPA New Engiand, Office af Environmental ·stewardship. attention Compiiance and En:furc:men1 Chid, by FAX at (617) 91s-1810 within two irusin""SS days. and sub~ in ~Titing1o the address 1istcd in Section ·xvi below within ~en ::ale:ndar days. 

XL Special Conditions 

. ..\..Phase 1 Extension: The owru:r/op!:rai.or may request an extcnsion.ofthe Phase 1 End Date. The o.wner/opewor must subnii1 any such request no later than 1 8 months after "the Phase 1 Start D~ ·and in that requ:st, d::m.onstta1e th: iollowing: 

1. The~w.ru:r/opermor i:ms complied wi'tb.all P~ 1 permit requirement~ 
"~ ?'or good·cause, the owner/operator requires limited addirional ~on under the pemrit conditions applicable to Phase .1, rathe:' thaD Phase ~ 
3. The owncrlop--I"atoT can continue to comply·with all Phase J pcmril r.:qtriremems [mciuding the obligation to possess adequate emissions offsets) during the aaditional period und::r Phase 1; 

4. All requixewems·applicabl.e to the project~ ofthis.permit will continue to be satisfied dming the extension. 

EPA will Tcview the OWDO'/opemtor's request and any other relevant information to detcrmine·v.rh.e.th.er·"fhel'Cqu::st satisfies the rcquircmcms of .Section Xl.A. J -4.: iJ; rcasanahle in .ligitt.offuc:iiifomuttion m the teqllest and Bl1 omcr relevant eire~ and. is consistent-with the· CAA. iis implcm::Diing regulations, and the t:~·Of this -D:tmit (incituiing but. not Emlted to monitoring. :::oordket'1'ing and repmlmg ~). If EPA a.et:rmines tharthe owncrlop-utt.or~~r-...:qw:st sa:cisfics-th.e ptccedmg requi:n:mcm.s_, fhcn EPA will, iry leum., eX1m1d the Phase ·1 End Date. All ·Phase 1 permit requirements, including Section N .B, will cominue 10 apply 1Jlltil the o:tt"Jld:d Phase 1 End Date.. 
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Cape 'i.-ind AssociateS. LLC 
Outer Com.inental Sh~lf Air 'Permit OCS-R 1-<l I 

C. Prevention & Abatement of Air Pollution Episodes &. Emergencies 

1. No later than 180 days before the Phase 1 Stan Date, the owner/coermor shall submit to EPA a Standby Emission hdo.ction Plan (ERP) tQat the 
o~/openuor would implement to reduce air contmninzmts if the Massachusetts Department ofEn:\rironmerual Protection declares an Air Pollution Episode und=r 310 c.M.R 8.00 during Phase 1. The plan shall identify the sources of air commni.muns, the apJXioximate mnoum of reduction of ccmtmninants, and a. brief description of the mBIJ:Der in which the reduction will be achieved. If EPA. dct:cnnines that the ERP is 
irwiequate, EPA will disapprove the plan, give the reasons for 
dis~, md n:quire resubmittal of an amended pla:o in e. reasonable period of time as determined by EPA . 

., If.an Air Pollution Episode is declared during Phase 1. the owncr10pemtor shall implemem the standby ERP. 

3. lf, pursuanl to 310 C.M_R 8.05, the M21ssa,..busetts Depamn....-m of Emriromnental ProteCtion declares an Air Pollution Episode Alert, Air Pollution.Ep1sode Warning, or Air Pollution Episode Emergency for . particulale mancr and/or ·sulfur dioxide.. then the owner/opemor shall stop aD construction 8Ctivi:tics that generate air pollutJ!nts umil the ·Depanment teimin.s.t.e.s the Alert. W arnins, or Emergency. 

4. If, pmsumn ro 310 C.M.R. 8.15, the Massachusetts Depzu:nnem of Environmental Protection declares an Air Polhnion lncidem Em:rgency and issues ordc-5 to construction projects and/or vessels in .southeastcm M8ssachusetts, then the owner/gperator sha1:l. comply with such order. 

XII. Right of Eutry 

A. The awnerlope:rator shall allow all authorized ~ves ofEP A, upon presemmion of credcmials. ro enter upon or through the facility where records required ander this peonit are kept The ownerlop=ator shall allow such authorized ~at reasonable~ 

l. To access and copy any records that must be k=pt under this permit; 

2. To inspect anf facilities. ~quipment (mcluding monitoring and air pollution control equipmcm), pmctices, or-operations regulated or required under this permit; and 

3. To monitor subsmnces or p.arametas fa: the purpose of assuring 
compliance with this po:mit 
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